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Figure 28. Sections showing the simulated water table in the Owens Valley, California, for 1998 steady-state conditions with different 
quantities of runoff. Line of sections shown in figure 26.
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Simulated water table – For water manage-
ment alternative 2 (1988 steady-state conditions
with different quantities of runoff). Values are
calculated by the valleywide ground-water flow
model for the upper model layer, which represents
hydrogeologic unit 1 (figures 5 and 14)
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Figure 28. Continued.


